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much of his Lordſhips Book agaiaſt Mr. Baxter, as 
concerneth that Diſputation. 


n 


1 
| 


/ * 


Printed in the year 1662, 
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True and perfect Copy of the whole Diſputa- 
tion at the Savoy, that was managed by the 


Epiſcopal Divines, as Opponents, to prove 
that there is nothing ſinful in the Liturgy, 


Oppon. | 
M- Aſſertion is, Nothing contained in the Liturgy 


4 ſinful. "Ay 
This general Aſſertion I am ready to make 


good in all particulars, in which our Brethren ſhall think 
fit to charge the Liturgy with ſinfulneſs, 

And becauſe aur Brethren have as yet by way of Diſputa- 
tion, charged no other you of it with the imputation of fin- 
fulneſs, but that which concerneth kneeling at the Comms. 
nion; therefore my firſt Aſſertion as to that particular « 


ths 5 
The Command contained in the Litargy concerning kneel- 


ing at the Communion, is not ſinful. 
This Truth I am ready to prove by ſeveral Arguments, 
Firft, This only command Ds Miniſter ſhall deliver 


the Communion to the people intheir hands kneeling] 


i not ſinful, | : 
The Command contained inthe Liturgy concerning kneel. 


ing at the Communien.is this only command [the Miniſter, 


ec.) 
Ergo, 


The Command contained in the Liturgy , concerning 
kneeling at the Communion, is not finful. 


Reſp, Neg. Major. 8 
Op. Prob. Major, 42 That 


I 


lawful, 1 not finfal. — a ; 
This only Command[the Miniſter ſhall deliver the Cam- 
union tothe people in their hands kneeling] commandeth 
oily an Att in itſelf lawful; Ergo, | 

This ply commend (tbe Miniſter (hall deliver the 
Communion to the people in their hands kneeling ] i 
not (inful. 
a bp Negatur Major & Minor, 

Op. Prob. Major. 

That Command which command; an At initſelf "x x 
and no other Att, or Circumſtance unlawful, is not fil. 

That Command which commands onely an A b ſcl 
lawful, commands an Att in it felf lawfml, and no MH Af 
er Circumſtance unlamfal: Ergo, 

That Command which commandeth only an All in it ſclf 
lawfal, is not ſin ful. 

Reſp. 1. We deny the Major; and (for breyity) give 
a double reaſon of our denial; one is, becauſe tl at may 
be a ſin per Accidens, which is not ſo in it ſelf, and may # 

be un/awfally commanded, though that Accident be not 
in the Command, 

Another is, that it may be commanded ander an un- 

joſt penalty. 

2, We deny the Atinor, for both the ſame reaſons. 

Op. Prob, Minor. 

The delivery of the Communion to perſons kneeling is an 
AFG init ſelf lamful. 

This only Command [the Miniſter ſbal deliver the C. 
munion to the people in their bands kneeling] commandeth 
only the deliver of the Communion to perſons kneeling, 

Ergo Thi only DES Mum ſter, &.] command- 
eth onely an AG in it (elf lamfui. 

Reſp. We diſtinguiſh of Delivering to perſons kneeling 


, -- It 


” W 0 "1 % 4 N 
(oe: ” * 1 p \- © * 14 ee * 
- _—_ * * 


11 3 3 ” 
| xotexclepucly ro other. In 


Major, in the ſecond ſenſe we deny the Miner. 

Op. Ta deny beth ow Propoſitions, for two Reaſons , 
both the ſamiy wee male gend both our Propoſitions, notwith- 
ſtanding bet sur Re aſons. a 

The Major firſt. 

That Command whith commandeth an At in it ſelf law- 
ful, and no other «Att, whereby 4 penalty is 1njoya- 
ed, nor any Circumftance whence direcłiy, or per Accidens 
any fin is conſequent, which the Commander ought to pro- 


vide againſt, is not ſinful. | 
| The Faded gue compmandeth an AH in it ſelf 
lawful, and wo her CA, or Circumſtance anlawfalcom- 
mandeth an Ad in it ſelf lawful, and us other Ad, where- 
by any wnjaft penally is tnjayned , nor any Circumſtance , 
whence direlliy or per Accidens avy fis i conſequent, 
which the Commander ought to provide againſt. 

Ergo, 

That — which commands an Ad in it ſelf 
2 and us ether Act or Circumſtance anlamful, is nat 

ul, 

Reſp. 1. The Propoſition denied is not in the Con- 
cluſion. 

The jar is denied, becauſe the firſt 47 commanded 
may be per accidens unlawful, and be commanded by 
an unjuſt 2 „though ne aber AH or Circumſtance 
communacd, be uch, 

Tb Cemmand, which commendeath an Add in it ſelf 
lawful, end no ther dt whereby any wnjuit penalty 1 
injoyned, nor any Circumſtance whence direaly, or yer Ac- 
eidens any fin in conſequent, which the Commander ought 
ta provide againſt; * an Add in it ſelf lawful, and 
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vs ether Act or Circamſtance unlawful. 


flance whence direc 


That Command, which commands onely an Att in it ſelf 
lam ul, cemmandcth an Att iu it ſelf lawful, aud no other 
At whereby any un uf penalty is injoyned, nor auyCircuns- 


ry 


Hy, or per Accidens any ſin i conſe- 
quent, which the Commanatr ought to provide again}, 
Ergo, 
That Command, which commands onely an At in it 


0 lamful, commands an CA in it ſelf lawful, and no 
ot he 


Ac or ( ircumſtance unlawful. 

Op. Wee prove aur Major, notwithſtanding your Reaſon 
alledged. ä 

That Command which hath in it al things requiſite to 
the lawfulneſs of a Command, and particularly cannot bee 
guilty of commanding an Att per Accidens anlawful, nor 
of commanding an Att under an unjuſt penalty, i not 
finful, notwuhſl anding your Reaſon alledged. 

That Command, which commandeth an Att in it ſelf 
lawful , and no other Act, whereby any unjuſt penalty is 
injoyned , nor any Circumſtance whence diretHy er per 
Accidens any. ſim is conſequent , which the Commander 
ought to provide againſt, hath in it all things requiſite to 
the lawfulneſs of a command, and particularly cannot bee 
guilty of commanding an ddt per Accidens anlawful, 
ner of commanding an Att under an unjuſt penalty, 

Ergo, » 

That — which commandeth an «Act in it ſelf 
lawſul, and no other Act, whereby any nnjuft penalty us 
injeyned, nor any Circumitance whence directly, or per Ac- 
cidens any ſin is ronſequent, which the Commander ought 
18 provide againſt, 15.not ſinful, notwithRanding your Rt a- 
ſon alledged, - 5 | 

Reſp. The Minor is denied upon the Tame Reaſons, 
which you do nothing to remove; ſuch a mh: 

La at 
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hath not in it all things requiſite to the lawfulneſs of a 
Command, becauſe though wo other Act be command. 
ed, whereby an unjuſt penalty is injoy ned, yet ſtill the 
firf Act may be commanded ſub pena injuſt4, And 
though no other Act, or Circumſtance be commanded , 
that is a (in per Accident, yer the firſt Act it ſelf command- 
ed, may be a ſin per Accident. 

Op. Either our Minor & true, notwithſtanding your 
Reaſon, or elſe the firſt Act may bee a Comm ind com- 
manding 4u unj uſt puniſhment, and be an Act lawful , 
or the firſt Act it ſelf bring lawful in it ſelf, and all Cir- 
enmſtances, may yet be 4 ſin per Accidens, againſt which 
the Commander onght to provide. 

Poſterius utrumque talſum, both the latier Member: 


are falſe, 

Ergo prius verum, therefore the firſt is true. 

Reſp. 1. Neg. Major; Becauſe t. The ſubject is 
changed; you were to have ſpoken of the firſt t com- 
— and you ſpeak of the frff Act commanding, in 
the firſt Member; you ſhould have ſaid f elſe the firſt 
Act may be commanded ſub pena injuſta, and yet be in 
it ſelt lawful] which is true. 

2, Becauſe in the ſecond Member, where you ſhould 
have ſpoken onely of the commanded Circumſtances of 
the Act, you now ſpeak of 4 its Circumſtances, whe- 
ther commanded, or not. 

3. Wee undertook not to give you M our Reaſons, 
the Minor may be falſe upon many other Reaſons. 

And were your ie reduced in the points excep- 
ted againſt, wee thould deny the Minor as to both 
Members, 

And wee ſhould add to our Reaſons, 

t. That Command, which commandeth an Act in 

it ſelf uw ful, and only ſuch, may yet be inf — 
* 


u, by nils of ſbrae gen port, ſome, Made, or Cir- 
C 4e. Faint 

2. It may fonfully reſtrain, though it fu fully com- 
mand not. 

3. It may be „fel, in mods, commanding, that uni- 
verſalh, or iwdefinutely, or particularly, or fugularly, that 
ſhould be otherwiſe, though in the Cirewmnftances (pro- 
perly ſo called) of the Act, nothing were command- 
ed that is ſinful. 

It may through culpable ignorance be applied te 
_ Subjects, who are not Cirsuwftances, as it a pe- 
le that have the Plague be commanded to keep Al. 
emblies for Worſhip ; the Law-giver being culpably 
ignorant that they had the Plague. Many more Rea- 
ons may be given, 

Op. Wee make good our Major, by fhewing that the 
Subject i not 57 ibu, 

If mhen{ocver the fit 4ct ts commended (ub 2 in- 
juſti, aud u other Act is commanded, whereby any une 
juſt penalty is injoyned (which were your words) the firſt 
Act commanding, command an unjuft puniſhment 
"72 were ours) then wee have not changed the Sub- 

1. 


But the Antecedent is true, therefore the 
coalequent, 


FINIS, 
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